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Abstract: The Karakaya Complex in the Pontides consists of highly deformed and partly metamorphosed clastic
and volcanic series of Permian and Triassic age. It is generally subdivided into two parts: The structurally lower
part, called the Lower Karakaya Complex, consists of a mafic lava-mafic pyroclastite-shale-limestone succession
metamorphosed in the greenschist and blueschist facies during the Late Palaeozoic or Triassic. The structurally
upper part is made up of highly deformed Permian and Triassic clastic, volcaniclastic and volcanic rocks with exotic
limestone blocks. There are currently two different models for the depositional setting and tectonic evolution of
the Karakaya Complex. The rift model assumes that the Karakaya Complex was formed in a Late Permian rift,
which developed into a marginal oceanic basin and closed by the latest Triassic. The subduction-accretion model
regards the Karakaya Complex as subduction-accretion units of the Palaeo-Tethys.
Key Words: Karakaya Complex, Sakarya terrane, tectonics

Karakaya Kompleksi: Tan›m› ve Oluflum Modelleri
Özet: Karakaya Kompleksi fliddetlice deforme olmufl, k›smen metamorfizma geçirmifl Permiyen ve Triyas yaflta
klastik ve volkanik serilerden yap›lm›flt›r. Karakaya Kompleksi genellikle iki bölüme ayr›l›r: yap›sal ve muhtemelen
stratigrafik olarak altta yer alan Alt Karakaya Kompleksi, Paleozoyik sonu veya Triyas’ta yeflilflist ve maviflist
fasiyesinde metamorfizma geçirmifl mafik lav, mafik piroklastik kaya, fleyl, ve kireçtafl› ardalanmas›ndan
oluflmufltur. Üst Karakaya Kompleksi ise kuvvetlice deforme olmufl Permiyen veya Triyas yaflta klastik,
volkanoklastik ve volkanik kayalardan oluflur. Üst Karakaya Kompleksi içinde çok say›da Karbonifer ve Permiyen
yaflta ortama yabanc› kireçtafl› bloklar› yer al›r. Karakaya Kompleksi’nin çökelme ortam›n› ve tektonik geliflimini
izah eden iki model bulunmaktad›r. Rift modelinde, Karakaya Kompleksi kayalar› Geç Permiyen yafl›nda bir riftte
oluflmufl, bu rift daha sonra okyanusal bir kenar denize dönüflmüfl ve en Geç Triyas’ta kapanm›flt›r. Dalma-batmaeklenme modeline göre ise Karakaya Kompleksi, Paleo-Tetis’in Triyas’ta kuzeye Lavrasya aktif k›ta kenar› boyunca
dalma-batmas› ile oluflmufl bir eklenir prizmay› temsil eder.
Anahtar Sözcükler: Karakaya Kompleksi, Sakarya parças›, tektonik

Introduction
The Karakaya Complex is a general tectonostratigraphic
term for the strongly deformed and locally
metamorphosed Permo–Triassic orogenic series in the
Pontides. The name Karakaya Formation was introduced
in 1975 (Bingöl et al. 1975); however, pre-Jurassic
clastic rocks with exotic limestone blocks were known
earlier from Anatolia. Bailey & McCallien (1950, 1953)
and Erol (1956) mapped and described a deformed
greywacke series with exotic Permian and Carboniferous
limestone blocks, which formed part of the famous
Ankara mélange (for a detailed story of the discovery of
the Ankara mélange see fiengör 2003). Brinkmann

(1971) described olistoliths of Carboniferous and
Permian limestone in what he considered a matrix of
Palaeozoic greywacke in northwestern Anatolia.
However, Bingöl et al. (1975) were the first to draw
attention to the wide distribution of the pre-Jurassic
blocky series from the Biga Peninsula in northwestern
Anatolia through Bilecik to Ankara. They described the
Karakaya Formation as consisting of "feldspathic
sandstone, quartzite, conglomerate, siltstone, which is
intercalated with spilitic basalt, mudstone and radiolarian
chert". A characteristic feature of the Karakaya
Formation was the presence of exotic blocks of Permian
and Carboniferous limestone. The Karakaya Formation
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was said to have undergone low-grade metamorphism.
An Early Triassic age was assigned to the Karakaya
Formation by Bingöl et al. (1975) based on Middle
Triassic carbonates, which were believed to lie
stratigraphically over the Karakaya Formation. Bingöl et
al. (1975) suggested an intra-continental rift
environment for deposition of the Karakaya Formation
with the Permo-Carboniferous limestone blocks sliding
down into the basin from the rift shoulders.
A radically different interpretation of the Karakaya
Complex was provided by Tekeli in 1981. Based on his
extensive field experience in the Ankara region and in the
Tokat Massif in the eastern Pontides, he suggested that
the pre-Jurassic orogenic rocks of the Pontides, for which
he used the name North Anatolian Belt rather than the
Karakaya Complex, represent a subduction-accretion
complex of Late Palaeozoic–Early Mesozoic age. These
two models, the rift model and the subduction-accretion
model for the origin of the Karakaya Complex, have been
competing ever since. Tekeli (1981) also extended the
distribution of the Karakaya Complex from the Ankara
region to the Tokat Massif in the eastern Pontides, and
divided the Karakaya Complex into two units: a lower
metamorphic sequence and an upper blocky series, which
he called the North Anatolian mélange.
The Karakaya Formation was renamed the Karakaya
Complex by fiengör et al. (1984), who largely followed
the interpretation of Tekeli (1981). “Complex” is defined
in the International Stratigraphic Guide as “a
lithostratigraphic unit composed of diverse types of any
class or classes of rocks (sedimentary, igneous and
metamorphic) and characterised by irregularly mixed
lithology or by highly complicated structural relations...”,
and is a more appropriate stratigraphic term than the
“Karakaya Formation”. The next development in the
research on the Karakaya Complex was the recognition
that the Karakaya Complex consists of several mappable
rock units. This was implicit in Tekeli (1981), when he
divided the Karakaya Complex into a lower metamorphic
unit, and an upper blocky series. Various mappable
tectonostratigraphic and stratigraphic units have been
differentiated within the Karakaya Complex in various
regional studies since 1975 (e.g., Akyürek & Soysal
1983; Akyürek et al. 1984; Koçyi¤it 1987; Kaya et al.
1989; Okay et al. 1991; Alt›ner & Koçyi¤it 1993; Pickett
& Robertson 1996; Y. Y›lmaz et al. 1997a; Göncüo¤lu et
al. 2000).
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Definition and Distribution of the Karakaya Complex
There is general agreement that the Karakaya Complex is
restricted to the Sakarya Zone (Okay 1989) or Sakarya
Composite Terrane (Göncüo¤lu et al. 1997) of the
Pontides (Figure 1), and is absent in the rest of the
Pontides and in the Anatolide-Tauride Block.
The pre-Jurassic rocks in the Sakarya terrane of the
Pontides can be grouped into four categories (Figures 2
and 3): (a) Highly deformed clastic and volcaniclastic rock
series with or without exotic limestone blocks, which may
show a low to very low-grade regional metamorphism;
(b) a strongly deformed low-grade metamorphic unit
consisting mainly of metabasite, phyllite and marble; (c)
granitoids and their low- to medium-grade metamorphic
hosts including metaclastics, and felsic metatuffs with
rare black cherty limestones (Göncüo¤lu et al. 1987;
Turhan et al. 2004). The granitoids generally form small,
isolated outcrops throughout the Sakarya terrane
(Figures 2 & 3); their intrusion ages range from Devonian
to Carboniferous (Ço¤ulu & Krummenacher 1967; Okay
et al. 1996, 2002; Delaloye & Bingöl 2000); (d) a highgrade metamorphic unit composed of gneiss, marble,
amphibolite, which crops out mainly in the Kazda¤ and
Uluda¤ ranges, in the Devrekani and Pulur massifs
(Figures 2 & 3). Zircons from gneisses in the Kazda¤ and
Pulur massifs have produced Carboniferous isotopic ages
(319–331 Ma, Okay et al. 1996; Topuz et al. 2004a).
Similar Carboniferous K/Ar ages (311 ± 6 Ma) are also
reported from the Devrekani Massif (Ayd›n et al. 1995).
There is general agreement that the pre-Jurassic
sedimentary series of (a) is part of the Karakaya
Complex, whereas the pre-Jurassic granitoids and the
Carboniferous (Hercynian) metamorphic rocks (c and d)
are outside the definition of the Karakaya Complex. There
is no consensus on the affinity of the low-grade
metamorphic series of (b). In many publications (e.g.,
Akyürek & Soysal 1983; Akyürek et al. 1984; Rojay &
Göncüo¤lu 1997) the epimetamorphic series is regarded
as basement to the Karakaya Complex, whereas in other
studies (e.g., Koçyi¤it 1987, 1991; Okay et al. 1991;
Pickett & Robertson 1996, 2004) it forms an integral
part of the Karakaya Complex. A critical point in this
argument is the metamorphic and depositional age of the
epimetamorphic series. A Triassic or Permian depositional
or isotopic age of the low-grade metamorphic rocks
would logically classify them as a part of the Karakaya
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Figure 1. Tectonic map of the eastern Mediterranean region showing the major terranes and the bounding sutures. The filled triangles indicate the
polarity of subduction (modified from Okay & Tüysüz 1999).

Complex, whereas a Carboniferous age would group
them with the Hercynian basement rocks. So far isotopic
dating of the low-grade metamorphic series in the
Band›rma region (Okay & Monié 1997) and north of
Eskiflehir (Okay et al. 2002) has yielded latest Triassic
ages (205–203 Ma), whereas those from the Pulur
Massif yielded Early Permian Ar-Ar and Rb-Sr ages (263260 Ma: Topuz et al. 2004b). Scarce palaeontological
data from the metabasite-phyllite-marble series from
northwestern Anatolia indicates Triassic ages (Kaya &
Mostler 1992; Kozur et al. 2000). Although arguments
on the affinity of the metabasite-phyllite-marble series
have not been settled, we describe provisionally the preJurassic epimetamorphic series under the heading of the

Lower Karakaya Complex, and the overlying clastic and
volcaniclastic series under the Upper Karakaya Complex.

The Lower Karakaya Complex
The Lower Karakaya Complex crop outs extensively
across the Sakarya terrane. It has been mapped under
various names, including the Çavdartepe Formation in the
Kozak region (Akyürek & Soysal 1983), the Nilüfer Unit
in northwest Anatolia (Okay et al. 1991), the ‹znik
metamorphics in the Armutlu Peninsula (Göncüo¤lu et al.
1987), the Bozüyük (Ayaro¤lu 1979) or Tepeköy
metamorphics (Göncüo¤lu et al. 2000) north of
Eskiflehir, the Yeniflehir metamorphic group in the
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Figure 2. Tectonic map of western Anatolia showing the distribution of the Karakaya Complex and related units.

Yeniflehir-‹negöl area (Genç & Y›lmaz 1995), the Emir
Formation (Akyürek et al. 1984) or the Tokat Group
(Koçyi¤it 1987) in the Ankara region, the Gümüflolu¤u,
Kunduz and Bekirli formations and the Çan¤alda¤
Complex in the central Pontides (Tüysüz 1990; Tüysüz &
Yi¤itbafl 1994; Ustaömer & Robertson 1994, 1999), the
Tozanl› Complex (Seymen 1993, 1997), the lower
Yeflil›rmak group (Tüysüz 1996; Y. Y›lmaz et al. 1997a)
or the Turhal metamorphics (A. Y›lmaz & H. Y›lmaz
2004) in the Tokat Massif, the A¤vanis Group in the
A¤vanis Massif (Okay 1984), and the Hossa Group in the
Pulur Massif (Okay 1996).
The Lower Karakaya Complex consists of a highly
deformed sequence of metabasites intercalated with
phyllite and marble. These three lithologies make up over
80

90% of the Lower Karakaya Complex. They are
accompanied by minor amounts of metachert,
metagabbro and serpentinite. The marble occurs both as
syndepositional beds and as olistoliths. Due to intense
boudinage, it is frequently difficult to distinguish boudins
from olistoliths. The Lower Karakaya Complex is strongly
affected by the Cretaceous and Eocene Alpide tectonics,
and is locally tectonically imbricated with Upper
Cretaceous Neo-Tethyan accretionary complexes (e.g.,
Rojay 1995; Bozkurt et al. 1997; Göncüo¤lu et al. 2000;
Okay et al. 2002). Therefore, it is difficult to be certain
of the age of the ultramafic rocks within the Lower
Karakaya Complex. However, the linear belt of
serpentinized ultramafic rock and gabbro within the
metabasites east of Bursa (Genç 1987, 1992; Genç &
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Figure 3. Tectonic map of eastern Anatolia showing the distribution of the Karakaya Complex and related units. For the legend see Figure 3.

Y›lmaz 1995), and that southwest of Biga (Okay et al.
1991), and some of the ultramafic rocks in the Tokat
Massif (Y. Y›lmaz et al. 1997a) are most probably preJurassic in age.
Rocks of the Lower Karakaya Complex are generally
foliated, isoclinally folded and are cut by a large number
of shear zones. The structural thickness in the Bursa
region, where the lower and upper tectonic contacts of
the Lower Karakaya Complex are present, is ~5 km, the
original thickness is difficult to estimate but is certainly
over one kilometre. The Lower Karakaya Complex is
generally metamorphosed in the low greenschist facies;
however, in some regions metamorphism reaches albiteepidote amphibolite, blueschist and eclogite facies. The
blueschist- and eclogite-facies rocks form tectonic slices
within the predominantly greenschist-facies rocks. A
single eclogite lens is described in the greenschist-facies
metabasites east of Band›rma (Okay & Monié 1997). A
large thrust sheet of blueschist-facies metabasites occur
north of Eskiflehir (Okay et al. 2002). Rojay & Göncüo¤lu
(1997) describe sodic amphibole-bearing metabasites in
the Tokat Massif around Amasya. Y. Y›lmaz (1979) has
mapped metamorphic isograds within the Lower
Karakaya Complex ranging from lower greenschist to

albite-epidote-amphibolite facies. The mafic volcanic
rocks in the Lower Karakaya complex generally give a
within-plate geochemical signature, generally interpreted
as reflecting formation in an oceanic island (Çapan &
Floyd 1985; Floyd 1993; Pickett & Robertson 1996
2004; Yal›n›z & Göncüo¤lu 2002).
Although the pre-Jurassic metabasite-phyllite-marble
series crop out extensively in the Sakarya terrane,
palaeontological data from this series are limited. Early
Triassic conodonts are reported from marbles
intercalated with metabasites from south of Bursa, from
the type locality of the Nilüfer Unit (Kozur et al. 2000),
and Middle Triassic conodonts are described from the
Kozak Da¤ in northwest Anatolia (Kaya & Mostler 1992).
Lower Triassic foraminifera are described from bands in
a slightly metamorphic detrital series with diabase and
spilite horizons (Akyüret et al. 1979).
In the Kazda¤ and Uluda¤ massifs, the Lower
Karakaya Complex lies tectonically over Carboniferous
gneisses; in the Kazda¤ Massif this tectonic contact is an
Oligocene detachment fault (Yalt›rak 2003). In the
Devrekani and Pulur massifs, metabasite-phyllite-marble
sequence lies tectonically beneath Carboniferous gneisses.
The Lower Karakaya Complex is overlain by the clastic
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rocks of the Upper Karakaya Complex; the contact is well
exposed at Kozak Da¤› and south of Uluda¤, and is
probably a sheared unconformity (Akyürek & Soysal
1983; Okay & Siyako 1993). In the subduction-accretion
model, this unconformity marks the basal contact of the
fore-arc sequence over the accretionary complex. In the
rift model, the same is interpreted as transgressions on
different rift segments.
Isotopic age data on the Lower Karakaya Complex
exists in three regions. Ar-Ar phengite and amphibole
ages from an eclogite, east of Band›rma (Okay & Monié
1997), and from the blueschist- and high-pressure
greenschist-facies metabasites from north of Eskiflehir
(Okay et al. 2002) have yielded very similar latest Triassic
ages (205–203 Ma). In the Pulur Massif in the eastern
Pontides, the metabasite-phyllite-marble series, the
Hossa Group of Okay (1996), have yielded Early Permian
(263–260 Ma) Ar-Ar and Rb-Sr phengite and amphibole
ages (Topuz et al. 2004b).

The Upper Karakaya Complex
The Upper Karakaya Complex is made up of several
tectonostratigraphic units. The highly deformed nature of
these units makes their separation and correlation across
the Sakarya terrane problematic. However, there is
general agreement that part of the Upper Karakaya
Complex in northwestern Anatolia includes a thick series
of arkosic sandstones, which is also present in the original
definition of the Karakaya Formation (Bingöl et al.
1975). A second Karakaya series in the Sakarya terrane
is greywacke with exotic limestone blocks, which crops
out mainly in the Ankara region and in the Tokat Massif.
A third series comprises basalts, olistostromes, and grain
flows with Upper Permian limestone clasts. A fourth
series, called the Akgöl Formation in the central Pontides,
consists predominantly of dark shales.

Arkosic Sandstone Series
The arkosic sandstone series has been mapped in the
Bursa region as the D›flkaya Formation (Kaya et al. 1986;
Kaya 1991), in the Biga Peninsula as the Hodul Unit
(Okay et al. 1991) or the Ortaoba Unit (Pickett &
Robertson 1996), in the Kozak region as the K›n›k
Formation (Akyürek & Soysal 1983), in the Yeniflehir‹negöl region as the Kendirli Formation (Alt›ner &
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Koçyi¤it 1993; Genç & Y›lmaz 1995), and in the Nall›han
area as the So¤ukkuyu metamorphics (Göncüo¤lu et al.
2000). The pre-Jurassic arkosic sandstone series
apparently does not occur east of Eskiflehir.
In the Biga Peninsula, the arkosic sandstone series
crop out in a long linear belt from Bergama, through
Manyas to Bursa, and northeast of Bursa. It consists of
arkosic sandstones intercalated with shales and siltstones,
which pass upward into olistostromes and debris flows
with blocks of basalt, and Carboniferous and Permian
limestone (Akyol 1982; Okay et al. 1991; Leven & Okay
1996). Some of the basic volcanic rocks may also be
syndepositional flows. A rare block of Carboniferous
chert and pelagic limestone is described from the arkosic
sandstones northeast of Balya (Okay & Mostler 1994). In
the region north of Bursa, the arkosic sandstones and
intercalated shales contain a large number of olistoliths of
Permian and Triassic (Scythian, Anisian and Ladinian)
limestone and mafic volcanic rock (Kaya et al. 1986;
Wiedmann et al. 1992).
The age of the arkosic sandstone sequence is at least
partly Late Triassic (Norian) based on macrofauna, chiefly
species of Halobia, from the ‹vrindi (Leven & Okay 1996;
Okay & Alt›ner 2004), Balya (Bittner 1892; Aygen 1956;
Leven & Okay 1996) and I¤d›r-Bursa regions (Erk 1942;
Kaya et al. 1986; Wiedmann et al. 1992). The Ladinian
limestone blocks in the arkosic sandstone series north of
Bursa (Wiedmann et al. 1992) also provide a lower age
for the series. Göncüo¤lu et al. (2004) describe an Upper
Permian radiolarian chert in the arkosic sandstones in the
Geyve area, and suggest that it is syndepositional with the
clastic rocks. If the syndepositional character of the Upper
Permian chert is confirmed, then this would extend the
depositional age of the arkosic sandstone series back to
the Late Permian, at least in the Geyve region.
In the Kozak region the arkosic sandstones rest on the
Lower Karakaya Complex (Akyürek & Soysal 1983; Kaya
& Mostler 1992; Okay & Siyako 1993). The contact is
interpreted variously as transitional (Akyürek & Soysal
1983), unconformable (Kaya & Mostler 1992) or as a
sheared unconformity (Okay & Siyako 1993). A similar
stratigraphic contact is reported from the ‹negöl area
(Alt›ner & Koçyi¤it 1993). In the region north of Edremit,
an Upper Triassic arkosic sandstone and siltstone
sequence rests unconformably over the Devonian Çaml›k
granodiorite (Gümüfl 1964; Okay et al. 1991). Although
this sequence is sometimes regarded outside the
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definition of the Karakaya Complex because of its littledeformed character, similarities in age and lithology
suggest that it was part of the same depositional basin.

Greywacke Series
The well-known greywacke series with exotic PermoCarboniferous limestone blocks in the Ankara region
probably forms a lateral facies of the arkosic sandstone
series, described above. The greywacke series in the
Ankara region is described and mapped as the Elmada¤
blocky series (Erol 1956), mélange with limestone blocks
(Norman 1975), Kulm flysch formation (Erk 1977),
Hisarl›kaya Formation (Batman 1978) and Elmada¤
Formation (Okan 1982; Akyürek et al. 1984). Akyürek et
al. (1984) regard the Elmada¤ Formation of Middle to
Late Triassic age, based on foraminifera in limestones,
which were believed to be syndepositional. Koçyi¤it
(1987) considered the greywacke series in the Ankara
region (K›s›küstü Formation) to be the matrix of a wild
flysch complex and assigned a Middle to Late Triassic age
to this unit. In the Tokat Massif, the equivalents of the
greywacke series have been mapped as the Karakaya
Complex (Seymen 1993), the upper Yeflil›rmak Group
(Y›lmaz et al. 1997a), or as the Devecida¤ Complex (A.
Y›lmaz & H. Y›lmaz 2004). In northwestern Turkey, the
greywacke series has been mapped as the Orhanlar
Greywacke by Brinkmann (1971) and Okay et al. (1991).
The Orhanlar Greywacke includes small blocks of Lower
Carboniferous limestone, and is unconformably overlain
by Liassic sandstones. South of Bursa, the Orhanlar
Greywacke lies over the Lower Karakaya Complex, and
the contact is interpreted either as an unconformity (Kaya
et al. 1989) or as a shear zone (Okay et al. 1998).

Basalt, Limestone, Grain Flows, Debris Flows, and
Olistostrome Series
This series consists mainly of grain and debris flows and
olistostromes with basalt and Upper Permian limestone
clasts. The mass flows are intercalated with basaltic lava
flows, calciturbidites, pelagic limestone, shale, greywacke
and scarce radiolarian chert. Because of the disrupted
character of the sequence, it is difficult to establish a
regular stratigraphy. The stratigraphic relationship of this
unit, if any, with the clastic series, described above, is also
not clearly established. This unit has been mapped as the
Çal Unit in the Biga Peninsula (Blanc 1965; Okay et al.

1991), possibly as the Abadiye Formation in the ‹negöl
region (Genç & Y›lmaz 1995), and as the Ortaköy
Formation in the Ankara region (Akyürek et al. 1984).
On the Biga Peninsula, the Çal Unit contains Upper
Permian radiolarian cherts (Kozur & Kaya 1994; Kozur
1997), pelagic Lower Triassic limestones (Kozur et al.
2000) and Middle Triassic (Anisian) limestones, the latter
are mapped as the Camialan limestone (Okay et al. 1991).
Similar Middle Triassic limestones associated with mafic
volcanic rocks have been described from the Ankara
region (Koçyi¤it 1987; Alt›ner & Koçyi¤it 1993).
On the Armutlu Peninsula, red, thin-bedded pelagic
limestones associated with shales contain Upper Triassic
conodonts (Önder & Göncüo¤lu 1989), whereas
conodont findings from grey, thick-bedded limestones
associated with spilites to the south of Yeniflehir (Genç
1992) suggest a Lower Triassic depositional age.

The Akgöl Formation
In most studies, the Akgöl Formation is treated separately
from the Karakaya Complex; however, it shows many of
the features of the Upper Karakaya Complex, which crops
out to the southeast and southwest of the Akgöl
Formation. The Akgöl Formation consists of dark grey to
black shales and siltstones intercalated with rare turbiditic
sandstones, more than 1500 metres thick. It crops out in
the central Pontides between ‹nebolu and Vezirköprü
(Figure 3), and is commonly correlated with the Tauridian
flysch series in Crimea. Ayd›n et al. (1982, 1986) and
Gedik & Korkmaz (1984) describe spilite, diabase,
gabbro and serpentinite blocks in the clastics of the Akgöl
Formation. The geochemistry of the mafic volcanic rocks
indicates that the ophiolitic rocks were generated above a
subduction zone (Ustaömer & Robertson 1994, 1999).
Middle Triassic (Anisian) limestone blocks are also
reported from the Akgöl Formation (Önder 1988; Kozur
et al. 2000). Based on trace fossils, Kozur et al. (2000)
suggest a Late Triassic (Carnian–Norian) age for the
clastic rocks, whereas Ketin (1962) reported Liassic
ammonites and belemnites, and Ayd›n et al. (1986) Upper
Triassic–Liassic foraminifera from the Akgöl Formation.
Recently, Middle Jurassic (Bathonian–Callovian) radiolaria
were described from mudstone layers in basalts ascribed
to the Akgöl Formation (Bragin et al. 2002); however,
this Middle Jurassic series may belong to a different
tectonostratigraphic unit cropping out along the
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boundary between the Sakarya and ‹stanbul terranes
(Okan Tüysüz, personal communication). The Akgöl
Formation is cut by Mid–Jurassic granitoids (O. Y›lmaz &
Boztu¤ 1986; Boztu¤ et al. 1984) with Rb-Sr ages of
165–154 Ma (Ayd›n et al. 1995) and is unconformably
overlain by Upper Jurassic limestones.

Origin of Exotic Blocks in the Karakaya Complex
The Karakaya Complex is characterised by the presence of
numerous Carboniferous and Permian limestone
olistoliths. The origin of these limestone blocks has been
a persistent problem. The age of the limestone blocks in
the Sakarya terrane ranges from Early Carboniferous
(Visean) to latest Permian (e.g., Kahler & Kahler 1979;
Akyürek et al. 1984; Bozkurt 1990; Leven 1995; Leven
& Okay 1996). In addition, a Silurian (Alp 1972) or Early
Devonian (Çapk›no¤lu & Bektafl 1999) limestone
olistolith is also described from the Tokat Massif in the
eastern Pontides (Figure 3). The neritic character of the
Permo–Carboniferous limestones and their long age
ranges suggests that the limestones were deposited onto
normal continental crust. Neritic Permo–Carboniferous
limestone sequences are present in the Anatolide-Tauride
Block, which could be the source of the limestone blocks;
alternatively Permo–Carboniferous limestones could have
been present on the southern margin of Laurasia,
although there is no in-situ deposit known at present. The
only significant Permian limestone sequence north of the
Sakarya terrane is found in the western part of the Biga
Peninsula (Kalafatç›o¤lu 1963; Okay et al. 1991;
Beccaletto & Jenny 2004).
There is no consensus regarding the faunal affinity of
the limestone blocks. Leven & Okay (1996) suggested
that the foraminifer faunas in the limestone blocks have
Laurasian affinities, which is disputed by Alt›ner et al.
(2000), who reported that the foraminifer faunas in the
northernmost part of the Anatolide-Tauride Block are
similar to those in the Karakaya blocks. The density and
size of the limestone blocks increase toward the ‹zmirAnkara suture, supporting a southern, Anatolide-Tauride
origin for the limestone blocks.

Age of Deformation of the Karakaya Complex
In northwestern and central Anatolia, the Liassic Bay›rköy
Formation lies unconformably over the Karakaya
Complex and provides a firm upper age limit for the
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deposition and deformation of the Karakaya Complex.
The basal age of the Bay›rköy Formation is established as
Sinemurian based on ammonites, brachiopods and
foraminifera (Alkaya 1981; Alt›ner et al. 1991). Based on
a single ammonite, Cope (1991) extended the age of the
Bay›rköy Formation down to Hettangian; however, the
Hettangian age needs to be verified. In the central
Pontides the Jurassic continental sandstones and
conglomerates, which are the equivalents of the Bay›rköy
Formation, have not been dated, however, the overlying
neritic limestones are Upper Jurassic in age (Ayd›n et al.
1982). The Mid-Jurassic granitoids in the central
Pontides (165–154 Ma, Ayd›n et al. 1995), which are
intrusive into the Akgöl Formation, provide an additional
upper limit for the deformation. Therefore, deformation
associated with the Karakaya Complex was over by the
Sinemurian (200–195 Ma) in the west and in the east,
but probably lasted until the Bathonian (~165 Ma) in the
central Pontides. Isotopic ages from northwestern
Anatolia (Okay & Monié 1997; Okay et al. 2002) indicate
that regional metamorphism and associated deformation
was going on in the latest Triassic. In the subductionaccretion model, deformation and metamorphism are
expected to be a semi-continuous process, as long as
subduction remains active.
Late Triassic deformation in the Upper Karakaya
Complex is weak at the western margin of the Sakarya
Zone. In the southwestern Biga Peninsula, northeast of
Edremit, there is no angular unconformity between the
Upper Triassic arkosic series and the overlying Jurassic
clastic rocks. This relationship has been interpreted either
as a parallel unconformity (Okay et al. 1991), or as
continuous
deposition
throughout
the
Late
Triassic–Jurassic interval (Koçyi¤it & Alt›ner 1990). The
Triassic clastic series has been dated as Norian using
macrofossils, whereas the base of the limestones, which
overlies presumably Liassic clastic rocks, is
Bajocian–Bathonian based on ammonite fauna (Alt›ner et
al. 1991). As there is no evidence for the presence of
Rhaetian and Early Jurassic stages in the Edremit section,
it is not possible to demonstrate continuous deposition
across the Triassic–Jurassic interval.
Tectonic Models for the Genesis of the Karakaya
Complex
Basically there are two different models, each with many
different variations, for the depositional environment and
tectonic evolution of the Karakaya Complex. The first is
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the rift model initially suggested by Bingöl et al. (1975),
and the second is the subduction-accretion hypothesis put
forward by Tekeli (1981). Although both models involve
a final stage of subduction and accretion, in the first
hypothesis, rifting has an important role in the deposition
of the sediments and in the origin of the exotic blocks.
These models are discussed below in more detail.

Rift Model for Karakaya Complex
This model was initially proposed by Bingöl et al. (1975),
and was developed by Y. Y›lmaz (1981), fiengör & Y›lmaz
(1981), fiengör et al. (1984), fiengör (1984), Koçyi¤it
(1987), Genç & Y›lmaz (1995), and Göncüo¤lu et al.
(2000). The model assumes that the Karakaya Complex
was deposited in a Late Permian rift, which developed
into a small oceanic marginal basin, and closed in the Late
Triassic, by southward subduction. Figures 4, 5 and 6 are
taken from Koçyi¤it (1987), Genç & Y›lmaz (1995),
Y›lmaz (1981) and Göncüo¤lu et al. (2000) and illustrate
the rift hypothesis. Initially the Karakaya rift was
assumed to be purely intracontinental (Bingöl et al.
1975); however, presence of undoubtedly oceanic crustal
lithologies in the Karakaya complex led to the suggestion
that the Karakaya rift developed into an oceanic marginal
basin (fiengör & Y›lmaz 1981). The closure of the
Karakaya basin in the Late Triassic created a Karakaya
suture, shown on maps in fiengör & Y›lmaz (1981) and
fiengör et al. (1984). Most of the proponents of the rift
hypothesis regard the Karakaya marginal basin to have
opened on the northern margin of the Anatolide-Tauride
Block above the southward-subducting Palaeo-Tethys
ocean (Figures 5 & 6). In the rift hypothesis the exotic
Permian and Carboniferous limestone blocks are derived
from uplifted rift shoulders. The problems associated
with the rift hypothesis are as follows:

1. In the rift model, the Karakaya marginal basin
separates two blocks to the north and south of the
basin (Figures 5 & 6). The closure of the basin by
southward subduction must have resulted in the
telescoping of the Karakaya basinal sediments
between these two continental blocks. However,
these continental blocks have never been clearly
defined in the field. Rocks of the Karakaya
Complex occur throughout the Sakarya terrane
from the ‹zmir-Ankara suture to the Intra-Pontide

suture (Figures 2 & 3). Triassic blueschists,
characteristic markers of the suture zones, are
found adjacent to the ‹zmir-Ankara suture zone
(Okay et al. 2002). The Karakaya suture shown in
some palaeogeographic maps (fiengör & Y›lmaz
1981; fiengör et al. 1984; Y. Y›lmaz et al. 1997b)
could not be mapped in the field.
2. In the rift hypothesis it is assumed that prior to the
rifting, the northern margin of the AnatolideTauride Block was characterised by a Hercynian
metamorphic basement overlain unconformably by
the Permo–Carboniferous sedimentary rocks
(Figures 4, 5 & 6). However, up to now, there has
been no description in the Sakarya terrane of a
stratigraphic contact between a Permo–
Carboniferous sedimentary sequence and a
Hercynian basement. Turhan et al. (2004), in this
volume, provide the first detailed description of a
stratigraphic contact between an Upper Permian
sandstone-limestone sequence, and underlying
metamorphic rocks. The sedimentary sequence is
dated on the basis of the limestone. If the
limestone is confirmed to be a synsedimentary
deposit rather than a block, then this would be a
significant argument for the rift hypothesis. Some
of the dated pre-Jurassic metamorphic rocks in the
Sakarya terrane are Triassic (Okay & Monié 1997;
Okay et al. 2002) or Permian in age (Topuz et al.
2004b), and can be excluded to form a basement
to a Permo–Carboniferous sedimentary sequence.
However, in northwestern Anatolia (Göncüo¤lu et
al. 1987) and in the north-central Pontides
(Serveçay Group of Kozur et al. 2000), extensive
outcrops of pre-Permian and pre-Triassic lowgrade metamorphic rocks have been reported,
which could represent this Hercynian basement.
The presence of exotic blocks of pelagic limestone
and radiolarian chert of early Late Carboniferous
age (Bashkirian, Okay & Mostler 1994), huge
blocks of platform-type limestones of Asselian to
Midian age and the dominance of clasts of
deformed granitoids, quartz schist (Göncüo¤lu et
al. 1987; Okay et al. 1991) and black metachert
(Turhan et al. 2004) could also be indicative of
derivation from a pre-Karakaya metamorphic
basement and its Permian cover.
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Figure 4. Rift model for the evolution of the Karakaya Complex (Koçyi¤it 1987).
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Figure 6. (a) Rift model for the genesis of the Karakaya Complex involving back-arc rifting on the northern margin of the Tauride-Anatolide Platform
(modified from Göncüo¤lu et al. 2000). KBB, Kütahya-Bolkarda¤ Belt. (b) Relation between the Hercynian basement, the
Permo–Carboniferous limestones and the volcanic and clastic rocks as expected in the rift model (Y›lmaz 1981).

3. In the rift hypothesis, rifting leading to the
opening of the Karakaya basin occurred in the Late
Permian and Early Triassic; this must have been
followed by thermal subsidence in the Middle to
Late Triassic. Therefore, the limestone blocks from
the rift shoulders must have been derived in the
Late Permian and Early Triassic. However, the
major part of the Permian and Carboniferous
limestone blocks occur in Upper Triassic
sandstones (Okay et al. 1991). This is especially
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true for an olistostromal belt extending from the
Aegean Sea to Manyas, immediately west of the
‹zmir-Ankara suture (Figure 2).

Subduction-Accretion Model for the Karakaya
Complex
The subduction-accretion model for the genesis of the
Karakaya Complex was first proposed by Tekeli (1981),
and developed by Pickett et al. (1995), Pickett &
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Robertson (1996) and Okay (2000). The model assumes
that the Karakaya Complex formed by subductionaccretion of the oceanic crust during the Late
Palaeozoic–Triassic. The various units of the Karakaya
Complex are regarded as having formed either during
steady-state subduction of oceanic crust, or during
subduction of oceanic seamounts, oceanic plateau, or
narrow continental fragments (Figures 7 & 8). In the
subduction-accretion model, the Lower Karakaya
Complex represents partially subducted oceanic
seamounts (Figure 7, Pickett & Robertson 1996, 2004)
or a large oceanic plateau (Figure 8, Okay 2000). The
subduction is generally assumed to be northward under
the active Laurasian margin. Problems associated with the
subduction-accretion model are as follows:
1. In the subduction-accretion model, there is no
obvious explanation for the origin of the exotic and
platform-type Permian and Carboniferous
limestone blocks.
2. In the subduction-accretion model, a Triassic
magmatic arc is expected on the Laurasian margin
due to the northward subduction of the Tethyan
ocean. Such a magmatic arc is not recognised.
3. In the subduction-accretion model, the Lower
Karakaya Complex is regarded as accreted oceanic
crust (oceanic island or oceanic plateau), which is
unconformably overlain by a Norian clastic wedge
(Hodul Unit) (Figure 8). The overlap between the
isotopic age of the HP/LT metamorphism of the
Lower Karakaya Complex in northwestern Anatolia
(215–205 Ma), and the Norian age of the
overlying sequence poses a problem. However,
recent isotopic and biostratigraphic studies have
modified the boundaries of the Late Triassic
stages. Gallet et al. (2003) indicate 227–202 Ma
and 202–200 Ma for the Norian and Rhaetian
stages, respectively, which contrasts with earlier
estimates of 223.4–209.5 and 209.5–208.0 Ma
by Harland et al. (1989).
4. In the subduction-accretion model there is no
obvious mechanism for the opening of Neo-Tethys,
and the closing of Palaeo-Tethys.
5. Limited geochemical data from Triassic volcanic
rocks of some of the units of the Karakaya
Complex (e.g., Genç & Y›lmaz 1995) are indicative

of a rift setting rather than an oceanic- lithosphere
affiliation.
Conclusions
The Karakaya Complex consists of highly deformed and
partly metamorphosed clastic and volcanic series of
Permian and Triassic age. It is generally subdivided into
two parts. The lower part consists of a mafic lava-mafic
pyroclastite-shale-limestone succession metamorphosed
in the greenschist and blueschist facies during the Late
Palaeozoic or Triassic. The upper part is made up of
highly deformed Permian and Triassic clastic,
volcaniclastic and volcanic rocks with exotic limestone
blocks. There are currently two different models for the
depositional setting and tectonic evolution of the
Karakaya Complex. The rift model assumes that the
Karakaya Complex was deposited in a rift, which
developed into a marginal oceanic basin and closed by the
latest Triassic. The subduction-accretion model regards
the Karakaya Complex as subduction-accretion units of
Palaeo-Tethys.
Although our knowledge on the internal structure and
tectonostratigraphy of the Karakaya Complex has
increased considerably in the last 15 years, there is still a
need for precise structural, biostratigraphic, geochemical
and petrological studies. The correlation of the different
Karakaya Complex units across the Sakarya terrrane is
also an unsolved problem. The correlation and the related
problem of standardising the stratigraphic nomenclature
are made difficult by the strongly deformed nature of the
Karakaya Complex, and by the many local studies, each
providing its own stratigraphic scheme. Most of the
regional studies in the last twenty years have been
conducted in northwestern Anatolia; therefore,
evolutionary models for the Karakaya Complex have been
based mainly on geological data from the western
Sakarya terrane. It is hoped that future studies in the
eastern Pontides, especially in the Tokat Massif, will
redress this bias in Karakaya studies.
Acknowledgements
We thank Demir Alt›ner and two anonymous reviewers
for corrections and helpful suggestions, which improved
the manuscript. This study was supported in part by the
Turkish Academy of Sciences and the Scientific Research
Fund (BAP) of ODTÜ.

89

THE KARAKAYA COMPLEX

KEY
carbonate-dominated debris flows and blocks
Permian/Triasic carbonate platform
oceanic crust
oceanic seamount, Nülifer Unit

M
Z

Palaeozoic pluton
forearc continental crust
continental fragment, Çal Unit
accreted oceanic crust, Ortaoba Unit

S

N
M

M

M
M

(a) accreting oceanic crust (Ortaoba type)

M

M

M

M

(b) accreting volcanic seamount (Nilüfer type)

Z

Z

Z

M

M

M
M

(c) colliding continental fragment (Çaltepe type)
Figure 7. Subduction-accretion model for the evolution of the Karakaya Complex (modified from Pickett & Robertson 2004). The
Karakaya Complex is made up of subduction-accretion units of normal oceanic crust (a) of oceanic seamounts (b) and small
continental fragments (c).

90

A.‹. OKAY & M.C. GÖNCÜO⁄LU

S

Çal Unit
Orhanlar Greywacke

Nilüfer oceanic plateau

Laurasian margin

N

(a) Mid Triassic

S

clastic wedge fed from
the Hercynian basement
(Hodul Unit)

N

(b) Late Triassic
Nilüfer Unit

Figure 8. Subduction-accretion model for the evolution of the Karakaya Complex (Okay 2000). The Lower Karakaya Complex forms by the
subduction-accretion of an oceanic plateau, whereas the Upper Karakaya Complex represents an accretionary complex and a deformed
fore-arc.

References
AKYÜREK, B., B‹LG‹NER, E., DA⁄ER, Z. & SUNU, O. 1979. Hac›lar (Kuzey
Çubuk - Ankara) bölgesinde Alt Triyas›n varl›¤› [The presence of
Lower Triassic in the Hac›lar region (North Çubuk - Ankara].
Türkiye Jeoloji Kurumu Bülteni 22, 169–174 [in Turkish with
English abstract].
AKYÜREK, B., B‹LG‹NER, E., AKBAfl, B., HEPflEN, N., PEHL‹VAN, fi., SUNU, O.,
SOYSAL, Y., DA⁄ER, Z., ÇATAL, E., SÖZER‹, B., Y›LD›R›M, H. &
HAKYEMEZ, Y. 1984. Ankara-Elmada¤-Kalecik dolay›n›n temel
jeolojik özellikleri [Basic geological features of the AnkaraElmada¤-Kalecik region]. Jeoloji Mühendisli¤i 20, 31–46 [in
Turkish with English abstract].
AKYÜREK, B. & SOYSAL, Y. 1983. Biga yar›madas› güneyinin (SavafltepeK›rka¤aç-Bergama-Ayval›k) temel jeoloji özellikleri [Basic
geological features of the region south of the Biga Peninsula
(Savafltepe-K›rka¤aç-Bergama-Ayval›k)]. Maden Tetkik ve Arama
Enstitüsü (MTA) Dergisi 95/96, 1–13 [in Turkish with English
abstract].
AKYOL, Z. 1982. Bal›kesir Balya cevherli sahalar›n›n jeolojisi, mineralojisi
ve maden potansiyelinin de¤erlendirilmesi [Geology, mineralogy
and evaluation of the ore potential of the Bal›kesir Balya
metalliferous region]. ‹stanbul Yerbilimleri 3, 163–189 [in
Turkish with English abstract].

ALKAYA, F. 1981. Bilecik yöresi Lias ammonit zonlar› [Liassic ammonite
zones in the Bilecik region]. ‹stanbul Yerbilimleri 1, 297–302 [in
Turkish with English abstract].
ALP, D. 1972. Amasya Yöresinin Jeolojisi [Geology of the Anmasya
Region]. ‹stanbul Üniversitesi Fen Fakültesi Monografileri, No.
22, 101 p [in Turkish with English abstract].
ALTINER, D. & KOÇY‹⁄‹T, A. 1993. Third remark on the geology of
Karakaya basin. An Anisian megablock in northern central
Anatolia: micropaleontologic, stratigraphic and tectonic
implications for the rifting stage of Karakaya basin, Turkey.
Revue de Paléobiologie 12, 1–17.
ALT›NER, D., ÖZKAN-ALTINER, S. & KOÇY‹⁄‹T, A. 2000. Late Permian
foraminiferal biofacies belts in Turkey: palaeogeographic and
tectonic implications. In: BOZKURT, E., WINCHESTER, J.A. & PIPER,
J.A.D. (eds), Tectonics and Magmatism in Turkey and
Surrounding Area. Geological Society, London, Special
Publications 173, 83–96.
ALT›NER D., KOÇY‹⁄‹T A., FAR›NACC› A., N›COS›A U. & CONT› M.A. 1991.
Jurassic–Lower Cretaceous stratigraphy and paleogeographic
evolution of the southern part of north-western Anatolia.
Geologica Romana 27, 13–80.

91

THE KARAKAYA COMPLEX

AYARO⁄LU, H. 1979. Bozüyük metamorfitlerinin petrokimyasal özellikleri
[Petrochemical features of the Bozüyük metamorphics]. Türkiye
Jeoloji Kurumu Bülteni 22, 101–107 [in Turkish with English
abstract].

BOZTU⁄, D., DEBON, F., LE FORT, P. & Y›LMAZ, O. 1984. Geochemical
characteristics of some plutons from the Kastamonu granitoid belt
(Northern Anatolia, Turkey). Schweizerische Mineralogische und
Petrographische Mitteilungen 64, 389–404.

AYD›N, M., SERDAR, H.S., fiAH‹NTÜRK, Ö. 1982. Orta Karadeniz bölgesinin
jeolojisi ve petrol olanaklar› [Geology and petroleum potential of
the central Black Sea region]. Türkiye 6. Petrol Kongresi
Bildirileri, 63–71 [in Turkish with English abstract].

BRAG›N, N.Y., TEK‹N, U.K. & ÖZÇEL‹K, Y. 2002. Middle Jurassic
radiolarians from the Akgöl Formation, central Pontids, northern
Turkey. Neues Jahrbuch für Geologie und Paläontologie,
Monatshefte 2002/10, 609–628.

AYD›N, M., fiAH‹NTÜRK, Ö., SERDAR, H.S., ÖZÇEL‹K, Y., AKARSU, ‹., ÜNGÖR, A.,
ÇOKU⁄RAfl, R. & KASAR, S. 1986. Ball›da¤-Çangalda¤› (Kastamonu)
aras›ndaki bölgenin jeolojisi [Geology of the region between
Ball›da¤-Çangalda¤› (Kastamonu)]. Türkiye Jeoloji Kurumu
Bülteni 29, 1–16 [in Turkish with English abstract].

BR›NKMANN, R. 1971. Jungpalaozoikum und alteres Mesozoikum in NWAnatolien. Maden Tetkik ve Arama Enstitüsü (MTA) Dergisi 76,
56–67.

AYD›N, M., DEM‹R, O., ÖZÇEL‹K, Y., TERZ‹O⁄LU, N. & SAT›R, M. 1995. A
geological revision of ‹nebolu, Devrekani, A¤l› and Küre areas:
New observations in Paleo-Tethys - Neo-Tethys sedimentary
successions. In: ERLER, A., ERCAN, T., B‹NGÖL, E. & ÖRÇEN, S. (eds),
Geology of the Black Sea Region. Maden Tetkik ve Arama
Enstitüsü (MTA), Ankara, Special Publication, 33–38.
AYGEN, T. 1956. Etude géologique de la région de Balya. Publication of
the Maden Tetkik Arama Enstitüsü (MTA) D 11, 95 pp.
BA›LEY, E.B. & MCCALL›EN, W.J. 1950. The Ankara Melange and the
Anatolian Thrust. Nature 166, 938–941.
BA›LEY, E.B. & MCCALL›EN, W.J. 1953. Serpentinite lavas, the Ankara
mélange and the Anatolian thrust. Transactions of the Royal
Society of Edinburgh 62, 403–442.
BATMAN, B. 1978. Haymana kuzeyinin jeolojik evrimi ve yöredeki
melanj›n incelenmesi I: Stratigrafi birimleri [Geological evolution
and investigation of the mélange of the northern Haymana I:
Stratigraphic units]. Yerbilimleri 4, 95–124 [in Turkish with
English abstract].
BECCALETTO, L. & JENNY, C. 2004. Geology and Correlations of the Ezine
Zone: a Rhodope Fragment in NW Turkey? Turkish Journal of
Earth Sciences 13, 145-176.
B‹NGÖL, E., AKYÜREK, B. & KORKMAZER, B. 1975. Biga yar›madas›n›n
jeolojisi ve Karakaya Formasyonunun baz› özellikleri [The geology
of the Biga Peninsula and some features of the Karakaya
Formation]. Cumhuriyetin 50. Y›l› Yerbilimleri Kongresi Tebli¤leri,
Maden Tetkik ve Arama Enstitüsü (MTA) Publications, 70–77 [in
Turkish with English abstract].
B›TTNER, A. 1892. Triaspetrafakten von Balia in Kleinasien. Jahrbuch der
Geologischen Reichsanstalt 4, 97–116.
BLANC, P. 1965. Serie stratigraphique de Çal Köy (Anatolie Occidentale,
Turquie): presence de spilites dans le Permien. Société géologique
de France, Comptes Rendus 3, 100–102.

ÇAPAN, U.Z. & FLOYD, P.A. 1985. Geochemical and petrographic features
of metabasalts within units of Ankara mélange, Turkey. Ofioliti
10, 3–18.
ÇAPK›NO⁄LU, fi. & BEKTAfl, O. 1999. Karakaya Kompleksi’ne ait Karasenir
Formasyonu (Amasya) içindeki kireçtafl› olistolitlerinden Erken
Devoniyen konodontlar› [Early Devonian conodonts from the
limestone olistoliths in the Karasenir Formation (Amasya) of the
Karakaya Complex]. Maden Tetkik ve Arama Enstitüsü (MTA)
Dergisi 120, 159–170 [in Turkish with English abstract].
ÇO⁄ULU, E. & KRUMMENACHER, D. 1967. Problèmes géochronométriques
dans le partie NW de l’Anatolie Centrale (Turquie). Schweizerische
Mineralogische und Petrographische Mitteilungen 47, 825–831.
COPE, J.C.W. 1991. Ammonite faunas of the Ammonitico Rosso of the
Pontide Mountains. Geological Romana 27, 303–326.
DELALOYE, M. & B‹NGÖL, E. 2000. Granitoids from Western and
Northwestern Anatolia: Geochemistry and modeling of
geodynamic evolution. International Geological Review 42,
241–268.
ERK, A.S. 1942. Etude géologique de la région entre Gemlik et Bursa
(Turquie). Special Publication, Maden Tetkik ve Arama Enstitüsü
(MTA), Ankara, Serie B 9, 295 pp.
ERK, A.S. 1977. Ankara civar›nda Genç Paleozoyi¤in Kulm flifl
formasyonu [Kulm flysch formation of Late Palaeozoic age of the
Ankara region]. Maden Tetkik ve Arama Enstitüsü (MTA) Dergisi
88, 73–94 [in Turkish with English abstract].
EROL O. 1956. Ankara Güneydo¤usundaki Elma Da¤› ve Çevresinin
Jeolojisi ve Jeomorfolojisi Üzerinde Bir Araflt›rma [A study of the
Geology and Geomorphology of the Region of Elmada¤, Southeast
of Ankara]. Special Publication, Maden Tetkik ve Arama Enstitüsü,
Ankara, Serie D 9, 99 pp [in Turkish with English abstract].
FLOYD, P.A. 1993. Geochemical discrimination and petrogenesis of
alkalic basalt sequences in part of the Ankara mélange, central
Turkey. Journal of the Geological Society, London 150, 541–550.

BOZKURT, E. 1990. Karakaya Nap› içinde yeni bir Karbonifer ve Permiyen
bulgusu [A new Carboniferous and Permian findings in the
Karakaya Nappe]. Maden Tetkik ve Arama Enstitüsü (MTA)
Dergisi 110, 181–188 [in Turkish with English abstract].

GALLET, Y., KRYSTYN, L., BESSE, J. & MARCOUX, J. 2003. Improving the
Upper Triassic numerical time scale from cross-correlation
between Tethyan marine sections and the continental Newark
basin sequence. Earth and Planetary Science Letters 212,
255–261.

BOZKURT, E., HOLDSWORTH, B.K. & KOÇY‹⁄‹T, A. 1997. Implications of
Jurassic chert identified in the Tokat Complex, northern Turkey.
Geological Magazine 134, 91–97.

GED‹K, A. & KORKMAZ, S. 1984. Sinop havzas›n›n jeolojisi ve petrol
olanaklar› [Geology and petroleum potential of the Sinop basin].
Jeoloji Mühendisli¤i 19, 53–79 [in Turkish with English abstract].

92

A.‹. OKAY & M.C. GÖNCÜO⁄LU

GENÇ, fi. 1987. Geology of the Region Between Uluda¤ and ‹znik Lake:
Guidebook and Field Guide Along Western Anatolia, Turkey.
Mineral Research and Exploration Institute (MTA) Publication,
19–25.

KAYA, O., ÖZKOÇAK, O. & LISENBEE, A. 1989. Stratigraphy of the preJurassic blocky sedimentary rocks to the south of Bursa, NW
Turkey. Mineral Research and Exploration of Turkey (MTA)
Bulletin 109, 15–24.

GENÇ, fi. 1992. Geology of the Bursa Region. International Symposium
on the Geology of Black Sea Region, Guide Book, 22–24.

KETIN, ‹. 1962. Explanatory Text of the Geological Map of Turkey at
1/500 000 Scale, Sinop Sheet. Maden Tetkik ve Arama Enstitüsü,
Ankara, 111 p.

GENÇ, fi.C. & YILMAZ, Y. 1995. Evolution of the Triassic continental
margin, northwest Anatolia. Tectonophysics 243, 193–207.
GÖNCÜO⁄LU, M.C., D‹R‹K, K. & KOZLU, H. 1997. General characteristics of
pre-Alpine and Alpine Terranes in Turkey: Explanatory notes to
the terrane map of Turkey. Annales Geologique de Pays
Hellenique 37, 515–536.
GÖNCÜO⁄LU, M.C., KUWAHARA, K., TEK‹N, K.U. & TURHAN, N. 2004. Upper
Permian (Changxingian) radiolarian cherts within the clastic
successions of the “Karakaya Complex” in NW Anatolia. Turkish
Journal of Earth Sciences 13, 201-213.
GÖNCÜO⁄LU, M.C., TURHAN, N., fiENTÜRK, K., ÖZCAN, A. & UYSAL, fi. 2000.
A geotraverse across NW Turkey: tectonic units of the central
Sakarya region and their tectonic evolution. In: BOZKURT, E.,
WINCHESTER, J. & PIPER, J.A. (eds), Tectonics and Magmatism in
Turkey and the Surrounding Area. Geological Society, London,
Special Publications 173, 139–161.
GÖNCÜO⁄LU, M.C., EREND‹L, M., TEKEL‹, O., AKSAY, A., KUflÇU, ‹. & ÜRGÜN,
B. 1987. Geology of the Armutlu Peninsula. IGCP Project 5, Guide
Book. Field Excursion along W-Anatolia, 12–18.
GÜMÜfl, A. 1964. Contribution a l'etude geologique du secteur
septentrional de Kalabak Köy - Eymir Köy (region d'Edremit),
Turquie. Special Publication, Maden Tetkik Arama Enstitüsü,
Ankara 117, 109 pp.
HARLAND, W.B., ARMSTRONG, R.L., COX, A.V., CRA›G, L.E., SM›TH, A.G. &
SM›TH, D.G. 1989. A Geological Time Scale 1989. Cambridge
University Press.
KAHLER, F. & KAHLER, G. 1979. Fusuliniden (Foraminifera) aus dem
Karbon und Perm von West-Anatolian und dem Iran. Mitteilungen
der Österreichischen Geologische Gesellschaft 70, 187–269.
KALAFATÇ›O⁄LU, A. 1963. Geology around Ezine and Bozcaada, the age of
the limestones and serpentinites. Mineral Research and
Exploration Institute of Turkey (MTA) Bulletin 60, 61–70.
KAYA, O. 1991. Stratigraphy of the pre-Jurassic sedimentary rocks of
the western parts of Turkey: type area study and tectonic
considerations. Newsletter for Stratigraphy 23, 123–140.
KAYA, O. & MOSTLER, H. 1992. A Middle Triassic age for low-grade
greenschist facies metamorphic sequence in Bergama (‹zmir),
western Turkey: the first paleontological age assignment and
structural-stratigraphic implications. Newsletter for Stratigraphy
26, 1–17.
KAYA, O., WIEDMANN, J. & KOZUR, H. 1986. Preliminary report on the
stratigraphy, age and structure of the so-called Late Paleozoic
and/or Triassic “mélange or “suture zone complex” of
northwestern and western Turkey. Yerbilimleri 13, 1–16.

KOÇY‹⁄‹T, A. 1987. Hasano¤lan (Ankara) yöresinin tektono-stratigrafisi:
Karakaya orojenik kufla¤›n›n evrimi [Tectonostratigraphy of the
Hasano¤lan (Ankara) region: evolution of the Karakaya orogenic
belt]. Yerbilimleri 14, 269–294 [in Turkish with English
abstract].
KOÇY‹⁄‹T, A. 1991. First remarks on the geology of the Karakaya basin:
Karakaya orogen re-Jurassic nappes in Eastern Pontides, Turkey.
Geologica Romana 26, 3–11.
KOÇY‹⁄‹T, A. & ALT›NER, D. 1990. Stratigraphy of the Hal›lar (EdremitBal›kesir) area: implications for the remnant Karakaya basin and
its diachronic closure. In: SAVAflÇ›N, M.Y. & ERONAT, A.H. (eds),
Proceedings, International Earth Sciences Congress on Aegean
Region, 339–352.
KOZUR, H. 1997. Pelagic Permian and Triassic of the western Tethys and
its paleogeographic and stratigraphic significance. Abstracts,
XLVIII. Berg- und Hüttenmannischer Tag, Technische Universitat
Bergakademie Freiberg, 21–25.
KOZUR, H. & KAYA, O. 1994. First evidence of pelagic Late Permian
conodonts from NW Turkey. Neues Jahrbuch für Geologie und
Paleontologie Monatshefte 6, 339–347.
KOZUR, H., AYD›N, M., DEM‹R, O., YAKAR, H., GÖNCÜO⁄LU, M.C. & KURU, F.
2000. New stratigraphic and palaeogeographic results from the
Palaeozoic and early Mesozoic of the Middle Pontides (northern
Turkey) in the Azdavay, Devrekani, Küre and ‹nebolu areas.
Implications for the Carboniferous–Early Cretaceous geodynamic
evolution and some related remarks to the Karakaya oceanic rift
basin. Geologica Croatica 53, 209–268.
LEVEN, E.JA. 1995. Lower Permian fusulinids from the vicinity of Ankara
(Turkey). Rivista Italiana Paleontologia e Stratigrafia 101,
235–248.
LEVEN, E.JA. & OKAY, A.‹. 1996. Foraminifera from the exotic PermoCarboniferous limestone blocks in the Karakaya Complex,
northwest Turkey. Rivista Italiana Paleontologia e Stratigrafia
102, 139–174.
NORMAN, T. 1975. Ankara melanj›n›n yap›s› hakk›nda [On the structure
of the Ankara mélange]. Cumhuriyetin 50. Y›l› Kongresi Bildiriler
Kitab›, 77–94 [in Turkish with English abstract].
OKAN, Y. 1982. Elmada¤ formasyonunun (Ankara) yafl› ve alt bölümleri
[Age and subdivision of the Elmada¤ Formation (Ankara)].
Türkiye Jeoloji Kurumu Bülteni 25, 95–104 [in Turkish with
English abstract].
OKAY, A.‹. 1984. The geology of the A¤vanis metamorphic rocks and
neighbouring formations. Maden Tetkik ve Arama Enstitüsü
(MTA) Dergisi 99/100, 16–36.

93

THE KARAKAYA COMPLEX

OKAY A.‹. 1989. Tectonic units and sutures in the Pontides, northern
Turkey. In: fiENGÖR, A.M.C. (ed), Tectonic Evolution of the
Tethyan Region. Kluwer Academic Publications, Dordrecht,
109–115.

PICKETT, E. & ROBERTSON, A.H.F. 1996. Formation of the Late
Palaeozoic-Early Mesozoic Karakaya Complex and related
ophiolites in NW Turkey by paleotethyan subduction-accretion.
Journal of the Geological Society, London 153, 995–1009.

OKAY, A.‹. 1996. Granulite facies gneisses from the Pulur region,
Eastern Pontides. Turkish Journal of Earth Sciences 5, 55–61.

PICKETT, E. & ROBERTSON, A.H.F. 2004. Significance of the Triassic
volcanogenic Nilüfer Unit for Paleotethys and the Karakaya suture
zone in NW Turkey. Turkish Journal of Earth Sciences 13, 97143.

OKAY, A.‹. 2000. Was the Late Triassic orogeny in Turkey caused by the
collision of an oceanic plateau ? In: BOZKURT, E., WINCHESTER, J.A.
& PIPER, J.A.D. (eds), Tectonics and Magmatism in Turkey and
Surrounding Area. Geological Society, London, Special
Publications 173, 25–41.
OKAY, A.‹. & ALT›NER, D. 2004. Uppermost Triassic limestone in the
Karakaya Complex - stratigraphic and tectonic significance.
Turkish Journal of Earth Sciences 13, 187-199.
OKAY, A.‹., HARRIS, N.B.W. & KELLEY, S.P. 1998. Exhumation of
blueschists along a Tethyan suture in northwest Turkey.
Tectonophysics 285, 275–299.
OKAY, A.‹. & MONIÉ, P. 1997. Early Mesozoic subduction in the Eastern
Mediterranean: evidence from Triassic eclogite in northwest
Turkey. Geology 25, 595–598.

P›CKETT, E.A., ROBERTSON, A.H.F. & D›XON, J.E. 1995. The Karakaya
Complex, NW Turkey: A Palaeo-Tethyan accretionary complex. In:
ERLER, A., ERCAN, T., B‹NGÖL, E. & ÖRÇEN, S. (eds), Geology of the
Black Sea Region. Maden Tetkik ve Arama Enstitüsü (MTA),
Ankara, Special Publication, 11–18.
ROJAY, B. 1995. Post-Triassic evolution of Central Pontides: evidence
from Amasya region, northern Anatolia. Geologica Romana 31,
329–350.
ROJAY, B. & GÖNCÜO⁄LU, M.C. 1997. Tectonic setting of some pre-Liassic
low grade metamorphics in northern Anatolia. Yerbilimleri 19,
109–118.

OKAY, A.‹. & MOSTLER, H. 1994. Carboniferous and Permian radiolarite
blocks in the Karakaya Complex in northwest Turkey. Turkish
Journal of Earth Sciences 3, 23–28.

SEYMEN, ‹. 1993. Mecitözü dolay›n›n stratigrafik geliflimi [Stratigraphic
development of the Mecitözü region]. A. Suat Erk Jeolojisi
Sempozyumu (2-5 Eylül 1991) Bildiriler Kitab›, 129–141 [in
Turkish with English abstract].

OKAY, A.‹. & TÜYSÜZ, O. 1999. Tethyan sutures of northern Turkey. In:
DURAND, B. JOLIVET, L. HORVÁTH, F. & SÉRANNE, M. (eds), The
Mediterranean Basins: Tertiary Extension Within the Alpine
Orogen. Geological Society, London, Special Publications 156,
475–515.

SEYMEN, ‹. 1997. Tokat Masifi tektonostratigrafisinde yeni bulgular
[New findings in the tectonostratigraphy of the Tokat Massif].
Selçuk Üniversitesi 20. Y›l Jeoloji Sempozyumu, Bildiriler Kitab›,
405–414 [in Turkish with English abstract]..

OKAY, A.‹., MONOD, O. & MONIÉ, P. 2002. Triassic blueschists and
eclogites from northwest Turkey: vestiges of the Paleo-Tethyan
subduction. Lithos 64, 155–178.

fiENGÖR, A.M.C. 1984. The Cimmeride Orogenic System and the
Tectonics of Eurasia. Geological Society of America, Special Paper
195, 82 pp.

OKAY, A.‹., SAT›R, M., MALUSKI, H., S‹YAKO, M., MONIE, P., METZGER, R. &
AKYÜZ, S. 1996. Paleo- and Neo-Tethyan events in northwest
Turkey: geological and geochronological constraints. In: YIN, A. &
HARRISON, M. (eds), Tectonics of Asia. Cambridge University Press,
420–441.

fiENGÖR, A.M.C. 2003. The Repeated Rediscovery of Mélanges and its
Implications for the Possibility and the Role of Objective Evidence
in The Scientific Enterprise. Geological Society of America, Special
Paper 373, 385–445.

OKAY, A.‹. & S‹YAKO, M. 1993. The new position of the ‹zmir-Ankara
Neo-Tethyan suture between ‹zmir and Bal›kesir. In: TURGUT, S.
(ed), Tectonics and Hydrocarbon Potential of Anatolia and
Surrounding Regions. Proceedings of the Ozan Sungurlu
Symposium, Ankara, 333–355.
OKAY, A.‹., S‹YAKO, M. & BÜRKAN, K.A. 1991. Geology and tectonic
evolution of the Biga Peninsula, northwest Turkey. Bulletin of the
Technical University of ‹stanbul 44, 191–256.
ÖNDER, F. 1988. Kayabafl› Formasyonu'nda bulunan Triyas
konodontlar›n›n taksonomik karakterleri [Taxonomic characters
of the Triassic conodonts from the Kayabafl› Formation].
Cumhuriyet Üniversitesi, Mühendislik Fakültesi Dergisi, Seri A 5,
67–90 [in Turkish with English abstract].
ÖNDER, F. & GÖNCÜO⁄LU, M.C. 1989. Armutlu yar›madas›nda (Bat›
Pontidler) Üst Triyas konodontlar› (Upper Triassic conodonts
from the Armutlu Peninsula (western Pontides)]. Maden Tetkik ve
Arama Enstitüsü (MTA) Dergisi 109, 147–152 [in Turkish with
English abstract].

94

fiENGÖR, A.M.C. & YILMAZ, Y. 1981. Tethyan evolution of Turkey, a plate
tectonic approach: Tectonophysics 75, 181–241.
fiENGÖR, A.M.C., YILMAZ, Y. & SUNGURLU, O. 1984. Tectonics of the
Mediterranean Cimmerides: nature and evolution of the western
termination of Paleo-Tethys. In: D›xon, J.E. & Robertson, A.H.F.
(eds), The Geological Evolution of the Eastern Mediteranean.
Geological Society, London, Special Publications 17, 77–112.
TEKEL‹, O. 1981. Subduction complex of pre-Jurassic age, northern
Anatolia, Turkey. Geology 9, 68–72.
TOPUZ, G., ALTHERR, R., KALT, A., SAT›R, M., WERNER, O., SCHWARTZ, W.H.
2004a. Aluminous granulites from the Pulur Complex, NE
Turkey: a case of partial melting, efficient melt extraction and
crystallisation. Lithos 72, 183–207.
TOPUZ, G., ALTHERR, R., SAT›R, M., SCHWARTZ, W.H. 2004b. Low-grade
metamorphic rocks from the Pulur Complex, NE Turkey:
implicatrions for the pre-Liassic evolution of the Eastern Pontides.
International Journal of Earth Sciences 93, 72–91.

A.‹. OKAY & M.C. GÖNCÜO⁄LU

TURHAN, N., OKUYUCU, C. & GÖNCÜO⁄LU, M.C. 2004. Autochthonous Upper
Permian (Midian) carbonates in the western Sakarya Composite
Terrane, Geyve area, Turkey: preliminary data. Turkish Journal of
Earth Sciences 13, 215-229.
TÜYSÜZ, O. 1990. Tectonic evolution of a part of the Tethyside orogenic
collage: The Karg› Massif, northern Turkey. Tectonics 9,
141–160.
TÜYSÜZ, O. 1996. Amasya ve çevresinin jeolojisi [Geology of the Amasya
region]. Türkiye 11. Petrol Kongresi Bildiriler Kitab›, 32–48 [in
Turkish with English abstract].
TÜYSÜZ, O. & Y‹⁄‹TBAfl, E. 1994. The Karakaya basin: a Palaeo-Tethyan
marginal basin and its age of opening. Acta Geologica Hungarica
37, 327–250.
USTAÖMER, T. & ROBERTSON, A.H.F. 1994. Late Paleozoic marginal basin
and subduction-accretion: the Paleotethyan Küre Complex, central
Pontides, northern Turkey. Journal of the Geological Society,
London 151, 291–305.
USTAÖMER, T. & ROBERTSON, A.H.F. 1999. Geochemical evidence used to
test alternative plate tectonic models for the pre-Upper Jurassic
(Palaeotethyan) units in the central Pontides, N Turkey. Geological
Journal 34, 25–53.
W›EDMANN, J., KOZUR, H. & KAYA, O. 1992. Faunas and age significance
of the pre-Jurassic turbidite-olistostrome unit in the western
parts of Turkey. Newsletter for Stratigraphy 26, 133–144.
YAL›N›Z, M.K. & GÖNCÜO¤LU, M.C. 2002. Geochemistry and petrology of
“Nilüfer-type” metabasic rocks of eastern Kozak Massif, NW
Turkey. 1st International Symposium Faculty of Mines (‹TÜ) on
Earth Sciences & Engineering 16–18 May 2002, ‹stanbul,
Abstracts, 158.

YALT›RAK, C. 2003. Edremit Körfezi ve Kuzeyinin Jeodinamik Evrimi
[Geodynamic Evolution of the Edremit Bay and the Region to the
North]. PhD Thesis, ‹stanbul Teknik Üniversitesi, Avrasya Yer
Bilimleri Enstitüsü, 243 p [in Turkish with English abstract,
unpublished].
Y›LMAZ, A. & Y›LMAZ, H. 2004. Geology and structural evolution of the
Tokat Massif (Eastern Pontides, Turkey). Turkish Journal of
Earth Sciences 13, 231-246.
Y›LMAZ, O. & BOZTU⁄, D. 1986. Kastamonu granitoid belt of northern
Turkey: First arc plutonism product related to the subduction of
the Paleo-Tethys. Geology 14, 179–183.
Y›LMAZ, Y. 1979. Sö¤üt-Bilecik bölgesinde polimetamorfizma ve
bunlar›n jeoteknik anlam› [Polymetamorphism in the Sö¤üt-Bilecik
region and its geotechnical implications ]. Türkiye Jeoloji Kurumu
Bülteni 22, 85–100 [in Turkish with English abstract].
YILMAZ, Y. 1981. Sakarya k›tas› güney kenar›n›n tektonik evrimi
[Tectonic evolution of the southern margin of the Sakarya
Continent]. ‹stanbul Yerbilimleri 1, 33–52.
Y›LMAZ, Y., SERDAR, H.S., GENÇ, C., Y‹⁄‹TBAfl, E., GÜRER, Ö.F., ELMAS, A.,
Y›LD›R›M, M., BOZCU, M. & GÜRP›NAR, O. 1997a. The geology and
evolution of the Tokat Massif, south-central Pontides, Turkey.
International Geology Review 39, 365–382.
Y›LMAZ, Y., TÜYSÜZ, O., Y‹⁄‹TBAfl, E., GENÇ, fi.C. & fiENGÖR, A.M.C. 1997b.
Geology and tectonic evolution of the Pontides. In: ROB›NSON, A.G.
(ed), Regional and Petroluem Geology of the Black Sea and
Surrounding Region. American Association of Petroleum
Geologists Memoir 68, 183–226.

Received 12 March 2004; revised typescript accepted 15 May 2004

95

